03701/2005 16:42 9723857766 



YEE S ASSOCIATES 



PAGE 17 



REMARKS 

Claims 1, 3-1 8, 20-30, 32, 35-36, 38-53, 55-63, 65-80 and 82-89 are pending in 
the present application. Claims 2, 19, 31, 33-34, 37, 54, 64 and 81 were canceled; and 
claims 1, 5, 20, 22, 25, 35-36, 40, 55-56, 58, 63, 67, 71 and 82-83 were amended. 

More particularly, Claims 1, 36 and 63 were amended to recite features of now 
canceled Claims 2, 37 and 64, respectively. Other claims were amended to change 
dependency or to correct minor typographical errors. Reconsideration of the claims is 
respectfully requested. 

I. 35 U.S.C. 8 102. Anticipation 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-15, 20-26, 29-30, 32, 35-50, 55-56, 59-63, 
65-77, 82-83 and 86-89 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being anticipated by U. S. Patent No. 
6,760,758, to Lund et al. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

I!- 35 U.S.C. 8 103. Obviousness 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 16-18, 27, 28, 51-53, 57, 58, 78-80, 84 and 85 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103, as being unpatentably obvious over Lund et al in combination 
with U. S. Patent No. 6,487,538, to Gupta. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

m - Response to 35 U.S.C. q 10 2fb) and 35 U.S.C. S103 Reject inn. 

Response to Claim 1 Rejection 

Applicants, in making their invention, sought to provide means for managing state 
information, such as cookies, in a data processing system. This purpose of Applicants is 
set forth in their application such as at page 4, lines 4-6. To emphasize this purpose, as 
well as to even more clearly distinguish over the prior art, Claim 1 has been amended to 
recite features of original Claim 2. Claim 1 now reads as follows: 



1 . A method in a data processing system for managing cookies, the 
method comprising: 
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responsive to a first selected event, requesting a cookie tile from a 
source, wherin the cookie file contains a set of cookies of previously 
obtained cookies and is associated with a user; 

receiving the cookie file, wherein the cookies are to access Web 

sites; 

updating the cookie file during a browser session to form an 
updated cookie file; and 

responsive to a second selected event, sending the updated cookie 
file to a source. 

In rejecting Claims 1 and 2, as being anticipated by the Lund et ai reference under 
35 U.S.C. §102, the Examiner stated the following: 

5. As per claim 1 , Lund discloses a method in a data processing 
system for managing cookies, the method comprising: 

responsive to a selected event (marked previously, col 6, lines 1 - 
14), requesting a cookie (col 2, line I) file from a source (place holder, col 

6, lines 1-14), wherein the cookie (col 2, line 1) file contains a set of 
cookies of previously obtained cookies and is associated with a user (col 
6, lines 1-4); and 

receiving the cookie file (84, fig 2, col 2, line 1 and col 6, lines 1 -4), 
wherein the cookies are to access Web sites (col 6, lines 1-4). 



6. As per claim 2, Lund discloses updating the cookie file during a 
browser session to form an updated cookie file; and responsive to a second 
selected event, sending the updated cookie file to a source (col 6 lines 1 -5 
and lines 40-48). 

Office Action dated December 3, 2004, page 3. 

A prior art reference anticipates the claimed invention under 35 U.S.C. § 102 only 
if eve ry element of the claimed invention is identically shown in that single reference, 
arranged as they are in the claims. In re bond, 910, F.2d 831, 832, 15 U.S.RQ.2d 1566, 
1 567 (Fed Cir. 1 990). AH limitations of the claimed invention must be considered when 
determining patentability. In re Lowry, 32 FJd 1579, 1582,21 U.S.P.Q.2d 1031, 1034 
(Fed Cir. 1 994). Anticipation focuses on whether a claim reads on the product or process 
a prior art reference discloses, not on what the reference broadly teaches. Kalman v. 
Kimberly-Clark Coip., 713 F.2d 760, 218, U.S.P.Q. 781 (Fed. Cir. 1983). 
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Applicants respectfully submit that Lund et al. does not teach every element of the 
claimed invention, arranged as they are in Claim L More particularly, Claim 1 as 
amended is considered to distinguish over the prior art, including the Lund reference, 
particularly in reciting, in the over-all combination of Claim 1, the steps of "receiving the 
cookie file," "updating the cookie file during a browser session to form an updated 
cookie file" and "responsive to a second selected event, sending the updated cookie file 
to a source." 

Applicants consider thai essentia] or core teachings of the Lund reference are set 
forth in Lund, such a$ at col. 1, lines 34-64, col. 3, lines 16-23 and coL 9, lines 33-45: 



DISCLOSURE OF INVENTION 3 _ 

U is, therefore, an object of the present invention to 
provide u-sysfcm and metbt*1 for coordinating nut work 
access that allows a user to mark information with a place- 
holder using one type of device, ami later retrieve or nei on 
ihe infnrnwlinrt ualn^i a different device, m: 

lo carrying out ihc above object, a «y«cnt for cooixljnotjag 
access to a network from a plurality of user device* is 
provided, The system comprises a server connected lo the 
network and configured to establish a placeholder at the 
server, and control logic configured to retrieve the informa- 4S 
tlon indicated by the placeholder The placeholder indicates 
information available from the nriwork and is established 
upon demand frcim a requesting u*er device connected to the 
network and in communication with the server. 'Ilic control 
h>gic is configured to retrieve iltc mlommion indicated bv 
the placeholdci and lo display a subset of ihc retrieved 
information, upon demand, al i receiving usct device having 
a device type. ITk; subset of information is based on Ihc 
device type. That is based on the device type. Aft appropriate 
subset of Ihe information indicated bv the placeholder is 
displayed to the ti$cr. 55 

For example, a user may mark information with a place- 
holder when using a device such as a personal communica- 
tion system {PCS) phone, and Inter retrieve or acr on the 
irrlnrrmliori n^inft * second device such fLS a workstation, 
^rsonal computer, printer, fax, or other device. A small *< : 
sul>scl ul information mjy be displayed on a browser on the 
phone, white all of the information (a subset that is the full 
set) may h c displayed when later accessing the information 
from a workstation or persona] computer. 
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The ;»d vantages associated winh embodirneni* of the ' 
present inveminn are numerous. For example, embodiment^ 
of the present invention enable ;i user in use infnrrrisMinn (h^i 
in needed while mobile, and ro mark information lor 
automatic, rapid and easy retrieval when Ihe user returns to 
a different device such as a workstation, printer, fax, or other * ' 
deviwe capable of displaying a larger subset of inforumiion 
than (lie mobile device. 

I. A system for coordinating access io a network from a 
plurality of user devices, the system comprising; 

;i server connected to the network and configured to 35 
establ ish a placeholder at I he server, the placeholder 
mdtcaiintg information available from tire network and 
being established upon demand from a rccpiesfcing user 
device connected to the network and in eomrminicaiion 
with (he server; and 40 

control logjrc configured 10 retrieve iftc information indi- 
cated by the placeholder and 10 display a subset of the 
retrieved informal ioi), "poo demand, at a receiving user 
device having- a device type, the subset being baited on 
the device type. 45 



It is clear From the above sections of Lund that the basic teaching of Lund is 
directed to an arrangement whereby a user acts to mark information with a placeholder, 
using one type of device, and later retrieves a subset of the information using a different 
device. This teaching is particularly emphasized at col. 1, lines 36-40, col. 1 , lines 56-63 
and col 3, lines 1 7-20. A key feature of this arrangement, establishing a placeholder 
upon the demand from a requesting user device, is emphasized in Lund at col, 9, lines 33- 
45 shown above, which is claim I of Lund. All the claims of Lund contain this feature as 
a limitation. 

It is readily apparent that the teachings of Lund set forth above neither show nor 
suggest essential features of Applicants' amended Claim I. Lund does not disclose 
receiving a cookie file or even a placeholder file. Rather, Lund teaches receiving a subset 
of information associated with a placeholder. Moreover, the above teachings of Lund fail 
to disclose or suggest either updating a received cookie file during a browser session, or 
sending the updated cookie file to a source, as now recited by Applicants' Claim 1 . Lund 
would have no need for or concern with these Claim 1 features, since the whole focus of 
Lund is on marking information at one user device, for access later at a different device. 
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The above statements of the Examiner, in rejecting Applicants' Claims 1 and 2, 
expressly cited col % line 1, col. 6, lines 1-14 and col. 6> lines 40*48 of Lund. Item 84 of 
Figure 2 was also cited. These citations of Lund are as follows: 



server, as a cookie, or as a browser (located ai the server). 



of inlcrctf he or she eonld mark them ai block 104. Marking, 
or establishing a placeholder, would rer.miK in ihe information 
being associated with (hat user and Mured for later retrieval 
from a placeholder database (18, VUY 1) Later, when the 

h u wanted lo read the Cull storie*. and perhaps access 
rnultMttcriia informal rot? ;thnut ihc stories, ihe ti^r would 
access Ihc network thmugh a gale way, possibly a diflcreni 
gateway. Information at server 16 may be represented to the 
ijscf as a function on their browser, The user would be 

u} authenticated by server 16.. for example* by either explicitly 
or implicitly using a map of Internet protocol (IP) addresses. 
The user may either request or automatically be presented 
with a li*t of headlines or other informaibn that they had 
marked previously, at block 1*0. By selecting a headline the 
Full story would he presented n> or printed as appropriate. 



^ another device. J^m?*.KlimcnLs ol: Uic present invention apply 
to remc tube ring the Users browxiag history across devices 
juM as easily as embodiments apply to explicitly marking 
information lor retrieval. Any device may be able to mark/ 
.send a reference lo any other device. The variety of infor> 

45 matioo (for example^ addressee phone numbers, reminders* 
headlines, etc.) fur which embodiments of the present invert* 
lion may be beneficial lo have a varjely of views as u.sers 
move from device to device, is virtually unlimited. 
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82 



ESTABLISH PLACEHOLDER 
AT SERVER 



84 



80 



RETRIEVE AND PRESENT 
APPROPRIATE SUBSET 
OF INFORMATION 



The above citations from Lund are considered to be consistent with and to further 
support the basic teaching of Lund as discussed above. However, none of these citations 
discloses or even suggests the Claim 1 features of receiving a cookie file, updating the 
received cookie file during a browser session, and then sending the updated cookie file to 
a source or elsewhere. In fact, the cited Item 84 of Figure 2 states the step "retrieve and 
present appropriate subset of information". This statement is considered to support 
Applicants' contention that Lund stresses that a user receives not a cookie file, or even a 
placeholder file, but a subset of information associated with placeholders. 

Applicants consider that the Gupta patent, either alone or in any combination with 
Lund et al, does not show or suggest the recitation of Applicants* Claim 1 . 

Response to Claim 13 Rejection 



Applicants' Claim 13 reads as follows: 



13. A method in data processing system for managing cookies, 
the method comprising: 

receiving a request for a cookie file; 

parsing the request to identify a user associated with the cookie 

file; 

identifying a particular cookie file associated with the user; and 
transmitting the particular cookie file to the user. 
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In rejecting Claim 13 as being anticipated by the Lund reference under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102, the Examiner stated the following: 

17. As per claim 13, Lund discloses receiving a request for a cookie 
file (col , lines 1-14 and col 2, linel); parsing the request to identify a user 
associated with the cookie file (col 7 5 lines 1-3); identifying a particular 
cookie file associated with the user (col 7, lines 1-15); and transmitting the 
particular cookie file to the user (col 7, lines 1-15). 

Office Action dated December 3, 2004, page 5. 

The citation to col 2, line 1 of Lund in the above statement of Examiner is set 
forth above. The citation to col. 7, lines 1-15 of Lund is as follows: 



The user is authenticated cither implicitly by the gateway 
(using an tdcmiftcaTion ...available frorn the device) or cxplio* 
illy hy the user entering a password and log-in. It is worth 
noting that through authentication, identification, aixi the 
gateway being Accessed, in the exemplary implementation, ^ 
the gateway kttows somclhtni; ahoui the iiNer and about the 
properties of tht> device beinsi imed to access; the network. As 
siieh. (he gateway is u suitable place for tniAlulion lo tn.\:tir. 
Fnnhcr, the gateway may serve as a browser optimized for 
The cfevice. with ibis browser the u.w cr>uM request infor- 
mal ion from various web sites. Thar is, the gafewav may ,t: 
serve as a browser with the placeholder irtfonnalion'bdnu 
located a! i he server. In the alternative, the server may sisrve 
as the browser. That is. the browser functionality need not be 
piovick*! at the name location as the placeholder ioforma- 
tioa 15 



The above citation of Lund appears to refer to identification using a device or to a 
user entering a password and log-in. However, such citation fails to teach or disclose 
significant features or limitations recited by Applicants' Claim 1 3. The above citation of 
Lund clearly does not teach receiving a request for a cookie file, nor does it in any way 
show parsing the request to identify a user associated with a cookie file . The citation 
further fails to show ide n t ifying a particular cookie ffl fl associated with a user. As stated 
above, a prior art reference anticipates the claimed invention under 35 U.S.C. § 102 only 
if every elem ent of the claimed invention is identically shnwn i n that single reference, 
arranged as they arr in thrrhim* : Accordingly, Applicants' Claim 13 is not anticipated 
by the Lund reference under 35 U.S.C § 102. 
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Applicants consider that the Gupta patent, either alone or in any combination with 
Lund et al, does not show or suggest the recitation of Applicants' Claim 13. 

Response to Rejection of Claims 20. 22 and 25 

Claims 20, 22 and 25 are each considered to recite similar patentable features, in 
the respective combinations thereof, pertaining to maintaining and managing state 
information repositories and state information sources. Also, in the Office Action these 
claims were rejected on the basis of some of the same sections of Lund, Applicants' 
Claim 20 now reads as follows: 



20. A data processing system comprising: 

a state information repository, wherein state information is maintained for 
users in the state information repository; and 

a Web server, wherein the Web server monitors for requests for cookies 
from users and returns state information to the users when requests for state 
information are received. 



In rejecting Applicants' Claims 20, 22 and 25 as being anticipated by the Lund 
reference, the Examiner stated the following: 

20. As per claim 20, Lund discloses a data processing system comprising: 

a state infonnation repository (database, col 7, lines 61-64), wherein 
state infonnation i$ are maintained for users in the state information repository 
(Cookies may include infonnation such as login or registration identification, user 
preferences, online ^shopping cart" information, etc, col 7, lines 61-66); and 

a Web server, wherein the Web server monitors For requests for cookies 
from users and returns state information to the users when requests for state 
information are received (server may serve, col 7, lines 1-15). 

22. As per claim 22, Lund discloses a method in data processing system for 
managing state information, the method comprising: responsive to an event, 
requesting state information from a source (Cookies may include information 
such as login or registration identification, user preferences, online "shopping 
cart" information, etc, col 7, lines 61-66); receiving the state infonnation; and 
using the state information to access data on a network data processing svstem 
(col 8, lines 15-26). h ' 
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25. As per claim 25, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 22 
above. In addition Lund discloses data within the state information files are user 
by the set of users to access information on other data processing systems (various 
web sites, col 8, lines 21-25); and providing the a user from the set of users access 
to a state information file associated with the user to access other data processing 
systems (various web sites, col 8, lines 19-25). 

Office Action dated December 3, 2004, pages 6-8. 

Col. 7, lines 1-15 of Lund was set forth above. Col. 7, lines 29-66 of Lund and 
col. 8, lines 6-26 thereof, read as follows: 



As Me usei Man* me minroiatHKt ivmiawie *>wr Hte 
ftctwnffc. Ibc Apptkiliiwi (rnnnfctft on Ihc gateway r>r.<cfVcf) v 
piovkVs o w a y tm the- u^r to nwU pkot* of information * ' 
wiih placeholder* (at tlK server), ttaccftoklca. Ant siv«| r*v 
^ut^qocm rapid relriuvat ajxJ display tp( iMibye* **T infor- 
mal!* *n .^rxnviny fctrrcUr dtCiitl. The W W may p**mKt tnrcf 
the itwlc «w placeholder t>y picking ;t kt:v or ooirthiiui id 
key* or the access device. A program* rujis v khc4 in (he 
gateway in <hc *crvet and may impfcroeni <he platvboJdur 
in a variety of ways. Of courxc, lb* server nav ruh on the 
«aiew*y rt £Um*y.<>tL*TVcfy For c*flmpte> the pUcc- 
Mder may iwxtodc irdbrrouijro (hat is cached at ihc server, 
a link lo j differem server, of a cookie. 

hirtrwr. mcdl foncd pnevkm*!?. rhc planchnrder rtoy he 
implemented wiiu bowser functks'natUy. A* such, the 
ma* run a pioxy bjowvei f« (he user.' or the jrslewav m*v 
rim i hnnvwir r»pplioi*»rt vv iih llie placeholder inftinnaiiun 
hems M»fcit nt ihc <crvcr. On demand In- ihc tiscr, ihc 
pbcvboWw* »r< svmi *. ij* w <cr itai rhe tor uwv sefctf 
a fwuwfcr pfoixhoHVr from the and Wen the u~*r wilt 
Itc sltlt ft i retrieve iltv marked mlornurtKin m jh appropriate 
formal r.Tt (lie device bein£ wnul m actvv* ihv rteiwori. That 
i*. o*» a InndhcW device, * liiJc aodt* abstract rmv lx an 
appelate Od the oiher han& when t^incvin^ tfct ' 

mfornnhon imitated by \h*i pJatxMUvr wiih ji personal 
ewnrtttter, :i may he numr »ppropru><c lo disjriiv all txf the 
tnfofmaiion. Thai is, ihc *crm "sitri^r j* «or r limiicd to 
P^f^ w^t?, ood a Jiurf4*hlc *uhwi rnav be aH -:if the 
idfoynuttori .ivaiLihle. 

A* mcTitirmcd prcvi^h', the placeholder ^nhc «crvcr, in 
act-ordaiKHi with ibu present fDVcnsion. mav lakt wany 
(n(fit%. An Lk-scrihrd $ p^^kki 'rnav include 

inKirnv^KTii m ^ cache :ht server .v rnff>- include link* rn 
iimcttfti! %ervcr^. Ch> ihc olhcc h.-mil, ihc pUchnltkr mnv ^ 
nickidtf .1 oiN.Xk rtim K tr^tcad ^r .sjoriap ,i K \**ic ar rhi 
yK'irt ii> ^ Im<ltik>tMliy Ahk, cmKr«linKrnl.« of trx> pM-*cnr 
i»ivvni :) >H itmv atict; tm>kic^ in ihv pUcehuider dalabn*. A^ 

■^ C !?*i? tt * cr ^ hift nr hcr CPO,clc9 »mnt>g » pluralrty 
or dilKrcm device* hecoose ihc cookk» arv stored at the ^ 
.^rvcr so rhc placeholder daaahjwe, Thus, TAfcfr server co D - 
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Thereafter* ihc *u:rvcf, or an. application at the gateway, 
may further personalize the informalinrj by determining lb<? 
appropriate subset of the information for presentation to the 
uncr. 11k; cookies at the server may 1>c implemented as 
(| , placeholders wjiti pr without additional browser functional- 
ity. Thai is the browser may still 1x completely located al 
the user duvjee, however, ihc placeholder* may be imple- 
mented such thai all (or soma) cciokics art held at the server. 
In iin ^jlturnftUve implementation, the placeholder imple- 
f . mental bn may include a browser. Thai is. different user 
" s device* rwwsc network 14 through the proxy hnwser at 
server 16, An such, thy proxy browser may be configured lo 
support cixrkicsy to store user prc/crcriccss to store user 
triMory, to store user liocfkmark^ and to provide other 
features of a browser. A* such, a user can switch from device 
to device while browsing the network with the same 
browser Accordingly, the proxy browser receives mforrna- 
tiori from various web sites on the network, and an appli- 
cation a I the server or the gateway performs ihc necessary 
ira natation to pretcnl the appropriate subset of information 
m ibe t»ser device. 



In the above statements of the Examiner regarding Claims 20 and 22, it is stated 
that "Cookies may include information such as login or registration identification, user 
preferences, online 'shopping cart* information". Reference is then made to coL 7, lines 
61-66. However, with all due respect to the Examiner, Lund, at col. 7, lines 61-66, does 
not teach that cookies include any of these items. Rather, Lund teaches, at col. 7, lines 
61-62, that "the placeholder may include a cookie", and further teaches, at col. 7, lines 
63-64, that "embodiments of the present invention may store cookies in the placeholder 
database". Thus, Lund clearly and specifically defines a cookie, as used in its disclosure, 
to be the same as a placeholder. Lund repeatedly teaches, such as at col. 7 f lines 29-34 
and col. 7, lines 45-49, that a placeholder is intended to be, and is thus limited to, a means 
for marking information, to enable "subsequent rapid retrieval and display" of a subset of 
such information. Accordingly, neither the cookies nor placeholders of Lund, as 
disclosed by Lund at col. 7, lines 29-66, is considered to teach "a state information 
repository" or "state information from a source", as recited by Claims 20, 22 and 25. 

TTie Lund reference, at both col. 8, lines 7-9 and col. 8, lines 23-26, further 
emphasizes that the ultimate purpose of Lund, as described above, is to present subsets of 
previously marked information to a user. These teachings of Lund are considered to 
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further direct away from maintenance and management of repositories or sources of state 
information, as taught by Claims 20, 22 and 25. 

Applicants consider that the Gupta patent, either alone or in any combination with 
Lund et al, does not show or suggest the recitation of Applicants' Claims 20, 22 or 25. 

Response to Re jection of Remaining Claims 

Claims 3-12 respectively depend from Claim 1, and are each considered to 
patentably distinguish over the art for the reasons given in support thereof. 

Claims 14-18 respectively depend from Claim 13, and are each considered to 
patentably distinguish over the art for the reasons given in support thereof. 

Claims 21, 23-24 and 26-30 depend from Claims 20, 22 and 25, respectively, and 
are each considered to patentably distinguish over the art for the reasons given in support 
thereof. Tn addition, Claims 23 and 26 recite subject matter similar to subject matter of 
Claim 1, and are each considered to further distinguish over the art for the reasons given 
in support thereof. 

Claim 32 recites subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 13, and is 
considered to patentably distinguish over the art tor reasons given in support thereof. 

Claim 35 recites subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 22, and is 
considered to patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claim 36 recites subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 1, and is 
considered to patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claims 38-47 respectively depend from Claim 36, and are each considered to 
distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claim 48 recites subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 13, and is 
considered to patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claims 49-53 respectively depend from Claim 48, and are each considered to 
patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claim 55 contains subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 25, and is 
considered to patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 
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Claims 56-59 respectively depend from Claim 55, and are each considered to 
patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. In addition. 
Claim 59 is considered to further distinguish over the art for reasons given in support for 
Claim 1 . 

Claim 60 recites subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 22, and is 
considered to patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claim 61-62 respectively depend from Claim 60, and are each considered to 
patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. In addition, 
Claim 61 is considered to further distinguish over the art for reasons given in support for 
Claim 1. 

Claim 63 recites subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 1, and is 
considered to patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claims 65-74 respectively depend from Claim 63, and are each considered to 
patentably distinguish over the prior art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claim 75 recites subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 13, and is 
considered to patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claims 76-80 respectively depend from Claim 75, and are each considered to 
patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claim 82 recites subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 25, and is 
considered to patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claims 83-86 respectively depend from Claim 82, and are each considered to 
patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claim 87 recites subject matter similar to subject matter of Claim 22, and is 
considered to distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 

Claims 88 and 89 respectively depend from Claim 87, and are each considered to 
patentably distinguish over the art for reasons given in support thereof. 
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IV. Conclusion 

It is respectfully urged that the subject application is patentable over both Lund et 
al and Gupta, and is now in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned at the below-listed telephone 
number i f in the opinion of the examiner such a telephone conference would expedite or 
aid the prosecution and examination of this application. 

DATE: March 1.?nns 

Respectfully submitted, 

J^nes O. Skarsten 
Reg. No. 28,346 
Yec & Associates, P.C. 
P.O. Box 802333 
Dallas, TX 75380 
(972)385-8777 
Agent for Applicants 
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